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EUROPE.
The Alabama Claims Question

Before the British Peers.

Earl JlnsselJ and the Lord Chancellor on

Mr. Seward's Position.

Mr. Disraeli on the Conspiracy
Against the Church.

Tne Canard mall steamship Australasian, Captain
McMieken, wlilcli left Liverpool at eleven A. M. on
the28tband Queenstown on the 2»th of March, arrivedat this port yesterday morning, bringing a mall
report, in detail of our cable despatches, dated to
her day of sailing from Liverpool.

ENGLAND.

Tbr Alabama Claims.Karl Russell In Defence
or the English Position.What Does Mr.
Howard Reuily Ask f
In the House of Lords on the 27th of March Earl

P.;;83ell said:.1 rise for the purpose of calling your
lordships' attention to the commission on the Neutralitylaws and of moving for any further correspondencethat may have taken place between this
government and the American government respectingthe Alabama and other claims. My object In so
doing is that we may avoid falling Into an error just
the opposite of that into which many members of
both Houses of Parliament were disposed to fall a
few years ago. During the progress of the civil war
iii America ii was evident that a considerable numberof members were hardly prepared to perform In
good fail Ii all the duties of neutrality towards the
1'nlted Stales and to abstain from everything to
v. lilcli that government could Justly take exception.
1 remember that when on one occasion I had mentionedthe "so-cailed Confederate States" a noble
lord, then in opposition, said 1 might Just as well
have spoken of the "so-called United States," and
the same noble lord indulged in a panegyric upon
Mr. Laird, who, in my view, was usurping fhe prcrogativeofthe Crown and endeavoring to make war on
ins own account, thereby running the risk or involvingthis coumry in hostilities, it will also bo rememberedthat, lu tne presence of a large company of
members of the House of Commons, Mr. Laird said
lie was proud of having fitted out the Alabama, and
much preferred being the builder of that vessel to
having made such a speech as Mr. Bright had recentlydelivered. Moreover, some noble friends of
mine objected very strongly to our allowing shipslilted out in this country for the purpose of running
the blockade to be subject to the common law of
nations, which exposed merchant ships to the risk of
i opture if they carried any thing contraband of wur.
'i'ney were lor protecting such ships by the navul
force of this country. 1 lind that the danger now is
of a totally different kind. Ifind that the partiality
tor the south has altogether ceased, and that instead
uj the difficulty which I had to encountei as the
Minister of the Crown, in performing the duties of
neutrality, there is a difficulty in preserving the.
proper position and dignity of this country against
unreasonable or unfounded demands. Not that
I think any objection can be taken to the course
that lias been pursued by the American government.
It is only natural that people who sutTered from the
capture of their merchant ships and the destruction
<»f their property should come to us for redress.
Tlicy have stated their case very temperately, and It
is not from them that any of the excitement which
has lately prevailed has arisen. It is persons in this
country who, when the excitement respecting these
claims was entirely allayed in America, have ruiscd
the question anew, being apparently apprehensive
t hut we shall have to meet tne heavy claims which
have been preferred. Under these circumstances I
fear that the government may be so pressed that,
cither by negotiation or by the Introduction of a bill
into Parliament at a time when the business of the
session Is hurried through.or, perhaps,'by both
modes.our posUiot} as a neutral tuition may be
endangered, and we may concede demands to which,
as an independent Power, we ought not to submit.
Now, Just before 1 left the Foreign Office I had a correspondencewith Mr. Adams, and I caunot mention
that gentleman's name without expressing my high
esteem anil respect for hint.(hear, hear).the value
1 place upon his character, and the assurance
1 reel that in conducting business he did
everything which honor and good faith and
moderation could prescribe. While carrying
out the orders of his government his Invariably
oonclltatory conduct tended to render easy what
would otherwise have been an almost impossible
task. (Hear, bear.) When about to leave the ForeignOffice I wrote to Mr. Adams, stating the whole
citac ui me uiiuau gotL"* uiuciiv, uiiu uuuui a mtinightafterwards au answer was received by my
noble friend, Lord Clarendon, going through the
points on which 1 had touched. J had stated that I
thought the conduct of the L'nlted States towards
Portugal la 1818 was such as might advantageously
be followed, since when some Portuguese ships had
been captured by privateers ntted out In America
they did all thai was required by their neutral positionuud by their dignity as an Independent Stats.
Mr. Adaius, at the commencement of his letter,
slated that on that point he entirely agreed with me,
that there was no need of currying on any correspondenceupon the law of the case, since the two
governments were agreed upon It. 1 had expressed
a hope that there might be some legislation which
w ould tend to ascertain more precisely the position
of neutrals and on which both Powers lulgul agree.
Mr. Adams, remarking upon this, said:.
8o Ions lbs heavy Hit of depredation! upon American

commerce con.e nieiil upon the l»»ue of a auccmialun of boatilecruisers, built, fitted out, armed, manned and uavlgaP-ti
trom Hriinti porta, continue* to weigh upon their miuda It
would be the height of assurance to expeet any common legls

atlon.
Upon this Lord Clarendon, In a letter dated the 2d

of December, 1806, remarked:.
It la, nevertheless, my duly In closing this correspondence

to observe llint no armed vessel departed during the war from
a British |iurt to cruise against (he commerce of the United
Mates.

Thus, while there was an agreement respecting the
law of the case there was the widest difference with
respect to the facts. The noble lord who now holds
the seals of the Foreign Oitlce differed from me. Inasmuchas he thought it would be w ise to submit the
question to arbitration. I did not anil Ipate any great
advantages from such a course, but 1 saw no reasonwhatever against his adopting It If he believedit. would lead to beneficial results. Hut as
to lue quasi Ions to be submitted to arbitration, 1
own 1 cannot concar with her Majesty's present government.It seems to ine that Mr. Adams having
stated that a succession ol hostile cruisers, manned
and armed by this country, had been sent out topreyupon the commerce of the United Flutes, und Lord
Clarendon having distinctly denied that assertion,
ttic first thing for an arblier or for any commission
that might be appointed to investigate would be
the facts. If it was found that there had been armed
vessels, or even If there had l>eeu vessels built and
equipped In this country that had gone out to prey
on the commerce of the I nlted states, it would then
become a aubst inttvc question to ascertain whether
there had been any want of due diligence on
the part of the government of this country.In the meantime it would seem \o be useless
to place so vague a question tiefore an arbiter
as whether this country was morally responsible for
that which had been done during the war. Kvldentlythat would be an entirely independent question.I kuow not in what manner any arbiter or
commission could proceed unless first to tu.crtaqi the
facts of the case. town Itseeiustome that
we have already In snlrlL «<,>u> tur ,,, ......

neutrality laws. It would be n wine precaution to
give greater power to the executive government over
urmcd vessels attempting to leave our coast for belligerentpurposes. But if we were by treaty or bylawof the realm to Impose such further obligations
as I have Just mentioned, and if we, an a ship buildingcountry, engaged to stop unarmed vessels from
leaving our roast, that would t>c a dangerous obligationinto which her Majesty's government ongiit not
to enter. Another suggestion lias been made aitb
regard to the Alabama claims and our differences
with America. It Is understood to have been made
by Mr. Seward.namely, that every other question
with regard to which we have had controversies with
the United States as to the meaning of treaties and
the occupation of territory should be considered at
the same time, aud that we Should come, If possible,
to some general agreement on all these points. 1 behovethat to tie a very wise and practicable suggestion.and at all events we should endeavor to settle
all these matters. My lords, 1 will now ask my noble
friend bow soon the report of the Neutrality Commissionwill be laid on the table.
The Lord L'hancki.loh.This time last year, as the

noble earl bas stated, a royal commlsamn was appointedto Inquire into and consider the character,
working and effect of the laws of this realm availablefor the enforcement of neutrality during the
existence of hostilities in other, states with whom
tier Majesty la at peace, and further to report what,
If any, change ought to be made to give them Increasedefficiency and bring them Into full conformitywith her Majesty's International obligations.

The other question put by the noble
lord la a* to any correspondence which may have
takan place between her Majesty's government
and the government of the United States in reference
to the Alabama and other claims. There Is no correspondencesubsequent to that which has been
already laid before Parliament by my noble friend
the Secretary of State. I hope the noble carl will
not consider 1 am wanting in courtesy or respect if
1 decline to follow blm Into the somewhat large and
diffbafU field upon which be has entered. I feel
auUeaatlsfled, as I am sure your lordships do. that
wtWb the noble lord at the head of the Foreign Office
feiiit to be his duty to decline the arbitration
for Mm settlement of thee# claims proposed by the
UnKed states, be acted from a high sense of public
Outy' i think you will be of opinion that. In the progressOf public sentiment upon this subject, and as
tiiSMeeat en and public prejudice and passion much
abated, my noble Mend the present Secretary of
State for Foreign Affairs did that which was eminentlydesirable fot the maintenance of good relationebetween thli country and the United States
when be consented to refer to arbitration the ques-

.NEW 1

Hon of these claims. If I rightly understand the
noble earl, the doubts which he suggested as to arbitrationof that kind were really only two. The
noble earl, as 1 understood hint, said that the case
upon our side as regards these claims was iui extremelyclear one, and that we were not chargeableIn any way or mauuer lu which the United States
contended we were chargeable. It is no reason for
declining arbitration that you have an extremely
?;ood case to submit to the arbitrators. On the conrary,1 think that would be rather a good reason why
we should not shrink from having tUe case alleged
against us referred to a tribunal of that kind. The
other objection which tiie noble earl mentioned was
this.lie said there was a controversy on a matter of
fact at the very commencement of the claim which
was made by the American government. He stated
accurately that Mr. Adams had contended that armed
ships had left the ports of this country, whereas Lord
Clarendon had taken issue on that point and iiad deniedthat any ships which Could be properly so describedhad left the ports of this country. Questions
of fact are just as necessary to be referred to arbitrationus questions of law. I should desire to know how
a question of fact of that kind, asserted on one side
and disputed on the other, is to be determined unless
you are able to evoke the aid of some Independent
arbiter or tribunal, who will decide the fact as well
as he will decide the law. I think, therefore, none of
these grounds could afford any reason why we should
decline arbitration. I do not desire to say more with
regard to the state of the negotiations than to remindyour lordships exactly bow they now stand. As
the noble lord the Secretary of State said elsewhere,
we have now conceded that which in the first instancethe American government required.that
is to say, that there shall be arbitration as
to the liability of the government of this countrywith regard to the claims in question. But
beyond that, and Binoe that concession on our nart.
the American government, through their ForeignMinister, have made a farther demand, arid they requirenow nut merely that we shall refer to the arbitratorwhether this country is liable in respect ofthese
claims, but also that it shall be referred to the arbitrator,as a matter to be decided, whether this countryacted properly or improperly in recognizing the
seceding states as belligerents at the time thiscuuntryso recognized them. In answer to that the argumentof my noble friend lias been so simple, and I
venture to say so conclusive, that in a very few sentencesI will remind your lordships of it. My noble
friend contended in the first place that that questionis altogether Irrelevant to the claims arising out of
the case of the Alabama and of other ships, and irrelevantfor this reason: it has never been disputed on
either side that there was a time ut which, beyond all
doubt, the recognition of the United States as belligerentsmust have been proper and necessary on
the part of this country* (Hear, hear.) If
we take that time.it matters little whether
it be a month sooner or later.about the
month of July, or the date of the battle of
Bull run, then it would be many months before
the time at which the Alabama left this country,
which was in the April following. Next, my noble
friend has contended that, according to the priciples
of international law, according to all authorities on
international law, according to the authorities recognizedby the United States government itself, the
question whether a neutral Power shall at any
particular time recognize a state of war between
two Powers which ure actually at war is a matter
entirely to be decided by the neutral Power itself,
and that there are 110 data upon which any arbitrator
or independent tribunal can be called upon to pronouncewhether the recognition was proper or was
improper. Thirdly, my noble friend has contended.
and this, perhaps, will be quite suillcleut even if
there were no other argument in the case.that beforethe government of this country recognized the
Southern States as lielligerents the government of
the United States itself had recognized the Southern
States in that capacity by declaring the blockade of
their ports, which could be declared only upon the
footing that a state of war existed. My noble friend
has pointed out that if the question were to be reopenedit would go further than the United states
has proposed, because it would entitle us to
claim compensation for all captures made by
the United States government of ships that
were breaking the blockade. That is the siage ut
which the negotiations.I hope only for the presenthavecome to a halt. The noble earl relerred, in
words which 1 am sure would tind a response in the
minds of all your lordships, to the character, great (
eminence and ability of the distinguished statesman
wiiu utia Uvcu aw ii/ug uiu .uiumiui iu una wuuuj ui

the United States, and whose departure from this t
country iu that capacity we all, l am sure, wctremely
regret. (Hear, hear.) 1 could not help being much
struck by some observations made br that very eiui- ,
nent person a few duys ago. Speaking on the subjectwhich has now occupied your lordships' attention,Mr. Adams is reported to have said:."The sum
of ail true diplomacy is to be found in the Christian
maxim of doing to your neighbor that which you
would he should do to you, and where the will is
good a way of arrangement is sure ultimately to be
round." My lcrds, 1 think we have showu substan- 1
ttally that our will for the adjustment of this dllllcultj'is good. 1 am willing to take according to the
letter what Mr. Adams states of the will and iuclinutionof tne American government. It will be strange,
Indeed, my lords, If with that state of mind on both
sides an arrangement of this ddflcuUy does not
before long present itself. (Hear, near.)
Lord Wkstbuky (the whole of whose remarks

could not be distinctly heard) wished to otter a few
otwervatlona, which, he said, would be elicited by
the regret he felt that these negotiations for arbitrationhad been suspended fur a time, lie thought
ttiey were suspended under some misapprehension
of the natnre of tho claim Intended to be brought
forward by the United States. It was extremely
desirable to ascertain with accuracy what ought
to be the condition of the arbitration. In the
discussion of this matter we olten heard the
phrase "International law" and "breach of interna-
tional law." No word could lie more inappropriate
to express the mutual obligations between nations
than the word "law," for there was no law whatever.There were, however, certain rules which
had been agreed to by civilized nations, and 'which
derived their authority and force merely from the
consent of their governments. Throughout the
whole of these discussions false notions were Incidentallysuggested by the use of the phrase "Internationallaw.''
The Lord Chancellor wished to correct two errors

Into which his noble and leuriied irtend liad Inadvertentlyfallen aud which, If left unnoticed, might
create some misapprehension elsewhere. His noole
and learned friend hod put a very Ingenious constructionupon the demand made on the part of the
Uultcd States government by Mr. Seward. All lie
could say was thai the explanation which his noble
and learned friend had offered had never been given
bp Mr. Seward himself, and/Or thin very good reason,that if alt that was desired was that the prematureraxtgnition, as it was termed, of a state rf
belligerency was to be made a topic if evidence beforethe arbitrator going to support ctainis in other
respects, that was not a thing to be stipulated for
beforehand. It was a question lor the arbitrator
who was the judge of what was relevant and what
was not. It was u thing unheard of that a submissionto arbitration should contain a reference to
what was to be adduced In evidence before the arbitrator.The other error he desired to correct was
the statement of Ills noble aud learned friend that
the negotiations had broken off. The exact point at
which they stood was this:.Mr. Seward's lust communicationcontained a proposal in somewhat generalterms of a commission to inquire into alt the
claims. His noble friend had requested Mr, toward
to describe more accurately what would is- aiucd at
by that commission and hit was now awaiting Mr.
Seward's explanation. (Hear, hear.)

Premier Disraeli on the t'hnrch Crisis.( nl>laetAttempt at a ".No Popery" AgitationTheUnion of Church and Wtntc.
When the Australasian left Liverpool the position

taken by Mr. Disraeli in regard to the Irish Church
was produciug a cry of "No Popery" in some
quarters, and the following letter, addressed by the
Premier to Lord Dartmouth, as President of the
National Union of Conservatives and the Constitn-
tlouai Associations, wun attracting attention. lie
sayalio Dowkino Ptrfft, March M, 18P8.
My Lord.i have rwelrad with prlia anil gratitude the

m»tni rial of th» Council of the National Union of the CooatllutlonalAssociations connected with that body, In which
the* express their ronOdence In me and their thorough determinationto support by all mean* In their power the governmcnl1 have formed by the command and with the approval
ot her Majesty. Such expression* of feeling on the part of
Intluenllal bouleeol tn? countrymen are encouragingly opportune.w have hearil something lately of the crista of Ireland.In my opinion the crisis of Kngland l« rather al hand;for the pin pose la now avowed, and that by a powerful party,ol destroying tbht «acred union betweau Church and Plate
which haa hltberui been the chief uiaans of our clrlllaatlon
and la the only security for our religious liberty. I hare the
honor to remain, my lord, yours, sincerely,

H. DISRAELI.
The Right Honorsble the Earl of Dartmouth.

DWrnrll Rndorasd %y Lord Derby.
Viscount Nevtll forwarded for publication the followingletter, addressed by Lord Derby to the Earlof Dartmouth, In reference to a resolution passed bythe National I nlon of Conservative and ConstitutionalAssociations, expressive of regret at his retirementfront public life:.

. . «t. Jawfa' stittast, Mareh V, 1*1
.
"V Loan.I hsvs to acknowledgs with the liveliest gratitudethe address which your lordship bss dona me the honorof transmitting to me on behalf of the National I nlon andthe numerous constitutional associations whose nemee areannesed, kindly expressing thslr regret at my retirementfrom office, and thslr nope that I should bis enabisdto taka a part In the political bustnsM of thecountry. It la not without a pans, and only under a convictionof the absolute necessity of ths step, that I found myselfcompelled to ask permission to withdraw from the ssrvleoof Sovereign to wdom gracious faror I am to deeplr Indebted,and (o sever my official eonneetloa with a partywhich for so many years baa honored me with Ita conn ienoe,and for many members of which I entertain n personal aswell as political regard. It was, however, very satisfactory toma to be empowered to transfer ths office which I had thehonor of holding to one whose oo-operstlon and friendship Ibad enjoyed for more than twenty years, end who, I am psrsuaded,will prove himself not unmindful of thoee great constitutionalprinciples which it baa been the atady of ray Ufa touphold, and to which, so far as my health will permit, 1 shallnot ceasd to give my earnest though unofficial support. I haiaths honor to on, my lord, your ohligsd and faithful servant.
The Rail of Dasthoct*. DKRRY.

The Cabinet " Changs ef Front ".( moor and
Dsnger nf the Movement.

Hie London rimes, speaking of the Onbinet tactics,nays it is sn axiom of war that a change of frontIn the face of an enemy Is a dangerous expedientwhich should never be attempted except in cases ofextrems necessity. Mr. Disraeli has more than onceapproved this axiom as equally true in politicallire. Yet Mr. Dlsraell'e administration yesterdayeffected tills doubtfal movement. Lord Stanley'smovement Is entirely at variance with Mr. Disraeli's
previous statements of the policy of the Cabinet. At
the beginning of the week Mr. Disraeli declared hit
Inteattor to meet Mr. Gladstone's reao.u'uu* tu s

YORK HERALD, FRIDAY,
most direct and open manner. A day or two later
he yielded to tne temptation of addressing a ooustitutionalnobleiiimi ui a manifesto designed to
ruily round himself all the friends of the
English Church Uy a liberal use of the
»tphista that the Irinh crisis teas more properly an
English crisis, and the maintenance of the Irish Establishmentwas essential to the continued existence
of the Church of England. No spark of enthusiasm
had been evoked by this appeal. The crisis was
alarming, and a change of front was determined
upon and has been adopted at all hazards. Lord
Stanley's amendment breathes no open defence of
Mr. Gladstone's policy, it admits the possible expediencyof modification, and asks only that the
question ofdisestablishment or disendowment should
be reserved for the decision of a new Parliament.
The London Times adds:."We are reluctant to say
that 1.0rd Stanley's amendment, or. to speak more
Btrlctly, the amendment Lord Stanley has fathered,
is dangerous, but there Is no other word applicable
to It. The government have sought to escape from
a critical position by the dexterous use of ambiguous
words.

i) akAiui«n rm.. .it.

Presbyterian Collegiate Education.
In the House of Lords on the 26th ultimo the CompulsoryChurch Hates Abolition bill was read for the

first time, and the second reading was fixed for the
SOth of March.

In the House of Commons on the Bame evening Mr.
Fawcett gave notice that at an early day after Easter,
he should move the following resolution:.

ThatIn the opinion of thla Houae the Roman Catholic*,
Presbyterian* aud other inhabitant* of Ireland ought to be
placed upon an equality with tlioia of the Established Church,
and that all the fellowships, professorships and acolarshlps or
Trinity College, Dublin, should be removed.
Mr. Fawcett said he Intended a'so to move for a select

committee with the view of administering and arrangingthe revenues of thut college, so that it should more
properly fulfil the functions of a national university.
The House went Into committee on the army estimates,and a number of voles were agreed to withoutdiscussion.

The British Volunteers.
On the volunteer vote an interesting conversation

arose in the House of Commons, during which urgentappeals were made to the government for furtherassistance, in support of which it was alleged
that additional aid was indispensably necessary, Inasmuchas many of the most eltlcient volunteers,
especially among the artisan classes, were unable to
bear the expense thrown upon them, more particularlyfor renewals of uniform, and that many of the
oiliuers were compelled to make good any deficienciesin the present grant.

Sir John Paklngton indignantly repudiated the Insinuationthat the government was indifferent to the
volunteer movement, on tho contrary, they felt the
utmost admirat ion for the zeal and patriotism of the
volunteers, and If they had consulted their personal
Inclinations they would have readily complied with
the applications made to him; but tliey were obliged
to consider the demands which at the present time
were made upon the public purse, and to take into
consideration the increased amount of the estimates
this year.
Brilliant Reception by Madame Disraeli.Mr.
Adams Obtains a brand Citizen Chance.
On the evening of the 25th of March the Premier

and Mrs. Disraeli held a grand reception in that wing
of the new government oillces In Downing street,
London, which will In the future be devoted to the
purposes of the Foreign Office. The affair was of a
most brilliant description and tho occasion of the
gathering together or the prluclpal notabilities of the
British metropolis. The Prince and Princess of
Wales, the Duke of Cambridge and the principal foreignambassadors, including Mr. Adams, 1'nlted
States Minister, were present during the evening.
This was the first reception given by Mr. Disraeli
since his election to tho post of Premier.

The Cotton Trade.
On the Cfith ult. a numerous deputation representingall branches of the cotton trade, and beaded by

Mr. Bazley, M. P. for Manchester, waited on the
Duke of Richmond, President of the English Hoard
of Trade, to again urge the government to Introduce
Into Parliament a bill providing for the periodical
:ollection and publication of cotton statistics.
Various arguments were adduced In support of the
Movement. The Duke of Richmond concurred in
;he opinion that the subject was one of great lmportince,and intimated his intention to tiring the matter
lefore the Cabinet, with whom its treatment inust
est.

THE COURTS.
SUPREME COURT-GENERAL TERR.

The Erie Litigation.Conclusion of the Argumenton the Appeals.
Before Judes Barnard, Ingraham aud Cardozo.

Yesterday morning Mr. David Dudley Field appearedat the Snpreme Court, General Term, before
Judges Barnard, Ingraham and Cardozo, to close the
argument on the appeals from orders made at Special
Term In the great Erie Hallway litigation. Tfle mutn
portion of this argument was, of course, devoted to
the discussion of the principal appeal, which was that
taken from the order of Mr. Justice Barnard appointingGeorge A. Osgood receiver of the proceeds of
$10,000,000 worth of Erie stock, alleged to have been
Issued in violation of an Injunction.
Mr. Field argued that if the proceedings on which

the appointment of Mr. Osgood was made were regularhis opponents shoiihi have directed some por-
tlonor tneir argument 10 maintaining una puiui ou

the preceding day.
Mr. Charles A. Kap&tlo objected to Mr. Field raisingthis question now, us under the ruling of the

court on Tuesday they were restricted as to the time
to be devoted to the argument, and It was not fair to
call upon tJiem now to go further on that question.
Mr. Field resumed, and argued that the appointmentof the receiver was made without proper

grounds, and it was an unusual exercise of the
power of the court, even if Mr. Skldmore, on
w hom the papers were served In court, could be consideredas representing the Erie Hallway Company,
Mr. Skidmore had never been charged with having
possession of the money, and the affidavits showed
that the company never had It, and the order was
made without notice to any person In whose possessionthe funds then were. Still, If the parties
w ho had the money were then before the court no
case for the appointment of a receiver had been
made out. Plaiutllf acknowledged that the stock
charged to have been issued in excess was Issued In
conversion of bonds which had been Issued for
the purposes of the company, and such Issue
of bonds wus allowed by the general rallroud
law. llut It was said to have been issued lu
violation of an injunction. Now, wns it the
injunction In the suit of the people, or
was It some other Injunction i It would bo a new
doctrine to assert that a violation of an injunction
In one suit may be avenged by the platntiir In anothersuit when the parties to that suit do not complain.There was BO ovMtBM to show that the
stock was Issued in violation of the injunction In
the Nclicll suit. The statute provided that there must
be a regular contempt proceeding to puntsb for the
violation of an Injunction, and it could not be
grounds for the appointment of a receiver In any
case. But without any reference to the merits of the
proceeding the injunction graulcd by Judge Clerke.
and which was brought to the notice of the court
and counsel on the day the order was made was an
Insuperable obstacle; that Injunction was treated
with contemptuous disregard, and had It not been
for the discretion of counsel the court would have
vacated the order at once, instead of disregarding It.
lint to go back to the 14th of March, and consider
w hat occurred on the proceedings in the matter of
tue auacnmeni 01 «r. uiven. counsel were noi men
thinking of anything further, as, the attachment havingbeen served, the proceeding wan out of court.
One of the counsel then rone in hi* place and aaid,
"I now ask for an order to allow cause why a supplementalcomplaint should not he tiled and a receiverappointed."
Mr. Itapullo suggested that It !>« made returnable

on Monday morning, but the court said, "Let it be
made returnable forthwith," and thereupon took tho
papers, and without examining them inserted the
word "forthwith," and handed them back. Counselthen handed the papers to Mr. Skidmore,who was arranging his ball with the
Sheriff, and In less time than one could walk across
the room three tlmca Judge Karnard said, "Draw
up an order appointing Ucorge A. Osgood receiver,
with security in ten millions or dollars.4

Mr. Field concluded by saying that it waa for the
court to say whether auch a thing should be establishedas the rule of the court, but the law of tht
land had something to aay on that subject; the practiceof the courts had something to do with it; the
due order of Judicial proceedings waa Involved In
the question, and the respect which the law-loving
and law-abiding people of this State should feel for
the ministers of justice would depend in no small
degree upon their decision.
The court then took the papers, reserving Its decision.

SUPREME COURT.CHAMBERS.
The Oonld Contempt Out Important QuestionCoamrslsg a Choir.Jodge Barnard
Pecllneo la Hoar tho Cane.

Before Judge Barnard.
A large erowd of persons assembled yesterday

afternoon In the Supreme Court, Circuit room, in anticipationof further developments In the contempt
proceedings against Jay Could, one of the directors
of the Brie Railway Company, who had been attachedfor violation of the Injnnotlon In the suit of
Richard Bchell versos the Krte Railway Company.
Tha contempt alleged oonaists in the participationby the defendant tn the issue on the
sth of March last of about |io,ooo,ooo worth
of Brte stock, in violation of tne injunction,
very available inch of spare waa occupied In the

court room, as It was expected that Mr. Dudley
Field would be placed upon the witness stand, and
would glvs the other version of the incidents related
in the testimony of John B. Raskin, reported in the
lisnsLD of yeeterdsy. Many prominent public officers,railway attaches, semi-officials and otridnunce
were on band and a grand time generally was expected,aa It was believed that all the parties would
be folly prepared to renew the tmprorata contest or
the preceding day.
Upon Judge Barnard taking his seat Mr. Horace F.

Clark naked the e urt to direct one of the otfloefs to
bring him a chair.
Judge Barnard replied that he did not think Mr.

Clark would require a chair, as on consultation with
some gentleman whom he had a right to consntt he
(Judge Unman,> had dctorrniuud thai luatcad of tuts
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examination taking place before htm as an offloer of
the court, the parties should make attldavits before
some suitable person as referee, and that upon their
being brought Into court suoh portions of the testimonyas were relevant to the contempt case of Jaj
Gould would be considered, and those not relevant
would be disregarded and thrown aside.
Mr. Pierrepout wished to know what disposition

would be made of the testimony already taken.
The Court.The testimony that was taken of

"Judge" Haskln yesterday was, to use the language
of a gentleman I nave Just left, outrageous and scandalous,and should be Btrloken out as a mark of respectfor the court. i

Mr. Pierrepont Inquired whether the whole of it
was to be stricken out.
Judge Barnard.Yes, the whole of It.
Mr. Clark thought they were entitled to such portionsof the testimony as were relevant.
Mr. Pierrepont said that as they had gone on takingsome testimony.the testimony of Mr. Edwards,

for Instance.he wished to know whether his Honor
would make any order in referenoe to that.
Judge Barnard.If the counsel appearing for the

people desired to examine Mr. Edwards on affidavit
they could do so, the sauie as me omer wunesses.
Mr. Pierrepout asked what was to be done with

the testimony already taken; was it to be wasted?
Judge Barnard.It will be stricken out, not wasted.
Mr. Pierrepont wished to know whether the court

declined to let them go on with the examination of
Mr. Dudley Field.
Judge Barnard.Yes, sir, I do.
Mr. Pierrepont said that on the examination of

Mr. Haskln, yesterday, that gentleman had testified
to circumstances connected with a conversation betweenhimself und Mr. Dudley Field, and he thought
it would be only proper that Mr. Field should have
the same opportunity of making his public statementof that affair as had been given to Mr. Haskln,
and they were entitled to that us a matter of right
and Justice.
Mr. Clark regretted that Mr. Field was not to be

allowed to go on Uie witness stand as he desired as
earnestly as Mr. Pierrepont did to have the opportunityof examining Mr. Field.
Mr. Pierrepont said that was what he wanted.
Judge Barnard stated that that was what he did

not want, lie had already been busily engaged
during the day in the other court room, and did not
intend to sit here to gratify impertinent curiosity.
Mr. Clark said he called Mr. Haskln yesterday as a

witness to ask him no questions that were not relevantto the coutempt case. There had been testimonyadduced on that examination which was scandalous,but he had not brought it oat and was not
responsible for it. All that remained to be done now
was that his Honor should appoint some honorable,
high mlqded man, against wnom each party should
have no objection, before whom this examination
could bo had, so that either party might have the
right to an ex parte examination. He tnouglit Mr.
Brady and himself could agree upon some sueh suitableperson as referee.
Judge Barnard said an examination of the partiesbefore a referee was not necessary, until such

tiineas the witness refused to give his testimony.
In regard to tho examination of Mr. Field, he (Mr.
Field) could make his aflldavlt ex parte, and would
have the same publicity given to his testimony as
had been given to that taken yesterday,
Mr. Brady said he appeared tula afternoon exclusivelyto attend to the examination of Mr. Field. Of

course he had had no notice on his side of the case
that there had been any conference between his Honor
and other eminent gentlemen as to what course
should be taken, lie had come to tako charge of
Mr. Fields' case, and as regards whatever had
happened he took the whole rcsonslbillty of it. it
belonged to him exclusively.every question, every
suggestion, as it would also belong to him hereafter.
He simply asked now that Mr. Field have the opportunityto be heard in tbe matter publicly, as the other
witnesses had been. *

Mr. Clark, in reply, said that he would give Mr.
Brady a promise that If lie lived he (Mr. Brady)
should have the opportunity of examining Mr.
Field before a reteree, ir they could agree
upon a gentleman who should be acceptable,
and concluded by asking the court that an
order be entered which would enable them to
secure the attendance of Mr. Jay Gould on the
examination to be bad, or he might not be in custodywhen required for the purposes of the case.
One of the judges of the Court of Common Pleas had
issued a writ of habeas corpus requiring cause to be
shown why Mr. Gouid should be held to ball, and
alter having him brought before the court had him
committed to the custody of an otllcer of the Court
of Common Pleas, who had let him run away. Mr.
Gould did not appear before that court yesterday on
the hearing of that case, but was reported to be In
Albany. He merely desired, so far as he was concerned,that nothlqg should be wanting to compel
tbe parties to answer for this extraordinary effort to
briii^ into contempt the administration of justice In
this great State.
Judge Barnard, in reply to Mr. Field, who asked

for the appointment of a referee, said that he had
made the onlv order in the case lie would make today,and that the matter would now stand adjourned
until Thursday next at three o'clock H. M.
The crier adjourned the court, and the large (and

largely disappointed) audience withdrew.
The Dissolution of the Erie Injunctions to be

Ararned To-ltny.
Before Judge Sutherland.

Richard Sclwll vs. The Erie Railway Company et
al., <tc..A number of motions In the Brie litigation
were on the calendar of this court yesterday, and on
this case being called Mr. Dudley Field answered,
"Heady for the motion."
Mr. Vunderpoel, who appeared on behalf of the

Vanderbllt party, stated that he was not prepared to
proceed owing to the absence of some of the counsel
associated with hltn, Mr. Fullerton being then engagedin trying a case at the Circuit, and he wished
to know whether his lienor would reacU this case
In Its regular order.
Mr. Field said he understood there were about sixteencounsel engaged on Mr. Vanderpoel's side of the

case, and he did not think that the absence of one of
thMB was a reason why tlie case should be adjourned.
Judge .Sutherland said the case then before hltn,

and which was uulliiislicd from the preceding day,
would occupy about two hours, and that another
ease was ready which would occupy the remainder
of the day.
Mr. Field asked that the motions might lie set down

for to-day, when Mr. Vanderpoel desired to know
whether the court intended to sit on Good Friday.
The court said that Judge liigralium lutd said that

Chamlicrs was souietliues held on Good Friday, but
he could not tell whether such holding of court referredto litigated motions.
After a little further colloquial exercise. In which

allusions were made to tlie court over which Pontius
I'ilate presided on the day of which tills is the anniversary,the motions were placed on the calendar for
to-day.

COURT OF C0MM0N_PLEAS.CHAMBERS.
The Erie Idtlgntloo.The CSoald Contempt

Cust.Ilnbens Corpus Proceedings.
Before Judge Barrett.

The People ex rel. Jay GouUl vs. The Sheriff of the
City and County ofyew York..This case, which was

adjourned owing to the absence of the relator, came

up for hearing this morning at the sitting of the
court. Messrs. Burrtll, D. Dudley Field and J. T.
Brady were counsel for Mr. Gould, and Messrs. Fullerton.Vanderpoel and Hapallo for the .Sheriff.
Mr. Vanderpoel inquired whether Mr. Gould was In

court.
Mr. Bnrrlll observed that he did not know whether

the court had beeu informed with regard to Mr.
Gould being detained by 111mm.
The Court.That maiter was referred to yesterday,and ailldavits were read In corroboration of the

statement.
air. iturriii nam mar nil mar count ne none wan 10

let the matter stand over until Mr. Gould could he
got here. Mr. Gould, owing to tale Illness, was not
in a condition to leave Albany. The other aide of
course had a right to decline proceeding with the
investigation In tils absence. He did not know
whether the other aide disputed the fact of Mr.
Gould's Illness.
Mr. Vanderpoel.We dispute the right of Mr.

Gould to leave the Jurisdiction of the court.
Mr. llurrlll read tUe statute to the effect that slcknoMwas a sufficient excuse for absence In such cases.
Judge Barrett, referring to the couduct of the

officer who had been deputed to go to Albany to
arrest Mr. Gould, said.The position of the officer
was this : he telegraphed to the effect that Mr. Uould
was sick In bed In his room, and that there were two
physiolans attending him. lie asked me whether he
(the officer) should come to New York to makes
statement to that effoct. 1 received the telegram at
twelve o'clock at night. 1 Immediately telegraphed
to the officer, stating that be had done wrong In
going out of the oounty, that 1 was surprised be wenJ
to Albany, and as It was that It would be entirely Iffl
proper to come back to New York, because In dofhg
so he would be giving up the custody of Mr. Gould.
I therefore directed him, as be had done wrong and
by way of making amends, to keep the prisoner In
bis close custody, and If he wished to prove his statementIt must be done by some other person than
himself. As soon as the officer returns I shall be
very much Inclined to take the prisoner out of his
custody. Hi has pinned ms in n very embarrassing
position m the irhole matter.

After some discnation the case was adjooyncd Ull
Saturday morning.

UNITED STATU OUTIIICT COURT.IN IANKRUPTCY.
Important Pcthsisu A Bankrupt Charged with
Bwearlag Falsely aa ta Ilia Property.IIla
AflUfallts for Discharge Kefssod.

Before Judge Blatchford.
JH fXb Matter qf William D. Mttl, Bankrupt..

Judge Blatchford yesterday morning rendered n

decision la the above mentioned case. The discharge
of the bankrupt la opnosed by William 8. Preston, a
creditor. The specifications In opposition filed by
(ha creditor aver that "the evidence cakeh before the
Register shows beyond all reasonable doubt that the
bankrupt has wilfully omitted from his sworn and
filed schedule and Ibventorles property which in
truth and fact belonged to him at tps time of making
his said'schedule and Inventories.ta wit, a certain
house and lot, situated In the village of Kingston,
claimed to have been purchased by Us wire of
Jeremiah Russell. The Judge, with reference
to the above, safe:.The bankrupt wd his
wife and other wltneseee nave been examamlned.I have carefally gone over their testimony
and am entirely saHaded that the attentions of the
specifications above referred to are mliy proved.
The case Is one of a deliberate attempt by the bankruptto rtefrand his creditors and ye* proenre a illschargefrom his debts. He has wilfully swoin falsel)
In his affidavit annexed to his Inventory of property,
and ou his examination before the Regis.or. in ti.e

jr > t

SHEET.course or the proceedings In bankrupt, In regnrd
to material la ta concerning the property owned by
bint at the lime of tiling his petition in bankruptcy,
be has concealed his property by covering It up in
the name of his wife and has been guilty of fraud,
contrary to the Bankruptcy act, by not delivering to
bis assignee property belonging to him at the time of
filing bis petition and inventory, and which he was
not permitted to retain under the provisions of the
act, and has made a fraudulent girt or transfer of
property to his wife, contrary to the provisions of
the act.
Cooke and Lounabury for bankrupt; W. Lawton for

creditors.
Petitions Piled Yesterday.

Charles P. Levy, Poughkeepsie, Duioheaa countyReferredto Register Beale.
Stouer S. Haight, New York city.Referred to RegisterPitch.
Edward Behrard, New York city.Referred to RegisterDayton.
Joseph Kemposer and Nathan Kemposer, New York

cay.neierreu 10 uegmwir Allen.
Albert W. Hood, New York city.Referred to RegisterDwigbt.
Joseph Murphy, New York city.Referred to RegisterKetchum.

SUPREME COURT.GENERAL TERM.
The Right of Citizen* to 8ee the Public Record*
Denied.The Cornell Ofandamu* Reversed.
Before Judges Barnard, Ingraham and Sutherland.
The People, ex rel, Henry, vs. Charlee a. Cornell,

Street Commissioner, etc..Yesterday, the appeal
made by Mr. O'Gorman, Corporation Counsel, from
the order made by Judge Barnard granting to a
citizen the right to Inspect the papers In the office of
Street Commissioner Cornell came on to be heard.
It will be remembered that on September 0, 1800,
Mr. Richard M. Henry, a member of the Citizens' Association,appeared In the Supreme Court and made
an affidavit that he had applied to the Street Commissionerfor leave to see and inspect certain contractsin the Street Department relating to the public
works of the city and that the Street Commissioner
refused to allow him to inspect them. Judge Barnardthereupon granted a mandamus requiring the
Street Commissioner to permit Mr. Henry to see
those contracts or show cause to the contrary to tiie
court. The Street Commissioner appeared in court and
made an affidavit admitting that ne had charge of the
contracts for the benefit of the city and its citizens;
that Mr. Henry had asked to see all the contracts
for the year 1863; that he (the Street Commissioner)
was fearful that the records in his office might be
destroyed If any citizen could come in apd see them
wiieuevcr he chose; also that it would keep a larger
number of clerks and more office room to accommodatesuch persons, if their right to see the contracts
\Vas established. Judge Barnard, however, decided
that the street Commissioner was bound to show the
contracts in his office to Mr. Henry, thus establishing
the right of any citizen to examine the public acts
and records or the city officials. Mr. O'Gorman appealedfrom Judge Barnard's decision, and the argumentof appeal was heard yesterday morning. CorporationCounsel O'Uorinan appeared for the late
Street Commissioner, Mr. Cornell, and Joseph F.
Daly, the counsel of the Citizens' Association, appearedin support of the decision.
After full argument the court reversed the order

below, thus deciding that the citizens hud not the
right to such inspection. Richard O'Gorman for appellants;J. F. Daly for respondent.
The Gas Contract of the Common Council.'The

Injunction Appealed From.
Christopher Pullman vs. The Mayor, etc., the CommonCouncil ana the Street Commissioner..In 1860

the Common Council of this city passed over the
Mayor's veto a resolution directing the Street Commissioner,Charles G. Cornell, to advertise for proposalsand make a contract to supply the city with

?;as. From the terms of the resolution and other
acts it was understood that this contract was to be
made with soine new gas company and for a long
period. Mr. Pullman, who was then a member of
the Common Council, protested against this resolution,on the ground that it would authorize and was
intended to authorize a contract for twenty years,
binding the city to pay over fl,ooo,ooo a year for
a supply of gas; that at the then high price of gas
and coal (1866) It would be wasteful and ruinous to
make a twenty years contract. Finally Mr. Pullman.failing to stop the scheme in the Common
council, applied to me supreme court ror an injunctionto restrain tim making of such a
contract. Judge Sarfihrd granted the injunction,
and this injunction has been held ever since. Mr.
O'Gorman, the Corporation Counsel, who opposed
the injunction in the first Instance, now brings an appealfrom it to the General Tertn, and the argument
on it was had to-day before a full bench (Judges Ingraham,Cardozo and Barnard). Mr. O'Gorman
argued on behalf of the Common Council that Mr.
Pullman had no standing in court and no right to
bring this suit and obtain the Injunction, because
the act of the Legislature which authorized him to
brihg the suit was unconstitutional. Mr. Charles
Tracy and Mr. Joseph F. Daly, for Mr. Pullman,
argued in favor of retaining the injunction and in
support of the law of 1864 (chapter b06), under which
any member of the Common Council or other citizen
may proceed to suit to restrain any unlawful waste
of the public moneys.
The court reserved its decision.
K. O'Gorman for the city; Charles Tracy and J. F.

Daly for the respondent.

SUPREME COURT.SPECIAL TERM.
The Chicago, Rock Island end Pacific RailroadControversy.A Receiver of the Proceedsof the New Stock Appointed,

Before Judge Cardozo.
James risk, Jr., vs. The Chicago, Rock Island and

Pacific Railroad Companyetal.Judge Cardozo yesterdayrendered the following opinion and decision
on the motions in this case, which were argued
before him about two weeks since:.
Cardozo, Jt-I shall not follow the counsel over the

extended field of discussion in which they Indulged
on argument of the motions in these cases. The
statement of a very few plain and well recognized
propositions Is all that is necessary to dispose of the
questions really involved. My views may be briefly
expressed as follows:.
first.Even If my reflection and examination led

tnc to a diiTerent opinion (which they do not), I should
tint fnnl at lihurtv (n ilonv thn aviatonca <kf tha inria.

diction which it is sought to have the court entertain
in these actions, since the point has been fully and
distinctly decided by the General Terra of this court
in (irtillth vs. t»cott, cited on the argument. Uy views
accord witu that decision; but In any event I
should consider myself hound to follow it. In tnat
case Judge lngrahain said, "I think there can be no
doubt but that a citizen of this State can maintain
an uctlon against a foreign corporation for any cause
connected with the recovery of or protection to his
propert v or rights In said corporation." Judge Leonardin the same case held that this court "has not
the power to remove or appoint the trustees or
directors of a foreign corporation, but it can enjoin
their action when illegal or when acting fraudulently
or unlawfully if they are personally within our jurisdiction."These remarks are apposite to the present
suits and dispose of the point as to jurisdiction
raised by the defendants* counsel.
.Second.The issue of forty-nine thousand shares

complained of was ultra vires. Neither the corporationnor Us directors had in any view the right to
make certitlcatea purporting to represent capital
stock, which hod not in fact been subscribed and
paid for, and to put them In the market as stock and
sell them below par. If they might do so and sell
them at a discount of one or two cent, they might
sell them at fifty per cent or any greater discount.
It is not a question of good faith or of honest intentionor of wise poller or sktlfnl or discreet managementupon the part or the dlrectora; it Is question or
power. Every paper Issued purporting to represent
stock which hod in fact no existence was a false certificate,and the directors were not authorized to
make false certificates. No such power attaches to
their orfice, and the stockholders have the right to
complain that they have assumed a power which
was not conferred upon them. These viewa controllingthe case are so familiar that they do not
require the citation of authorities to support them.
Third.The statute passed by the Legislature of

Iowa (Laws of Iowa, lses, chapter thirteen) cannot
alone ratify the act of the directors. Ths State of
Iowa has not exclusive jurisdiction over this corporation.The certificates do not purport to representstock of the original corporation created by the
State of Iowa, but assume to represent stock of the
consolidated company, consisting of that corporationand the one formed under the laws of Illinois.
Tha Inttar Ufa!.. tharafapa baa nnlta U lUUCh floft-

trol of the present matter as the sftate of Iowa. Certainlythe act of either alone will not aid the defendant*
Fourth.} see no reason why any Injunction should

have issued to restrain the defendant* except so
far as the 46,ooo Illegal certificates are oonoerned.
The transfer of the Illegal Issue Ira* properly enjoined,and the prooeeds should he held by the court
to protect the company against damages In favor of
the holders of the false certificates or to enable it to
retire them; but nothing la disclosed In the papers
which satisfies me that It la eltbar proper or neoessaryto prevent dealings In the genuine stock, or to
Interfere with the business of the corporation except
to the extent I hare mentioned.
Fifth.Respecting the motions to attach the defendants,I hare only to remark that 1 do not think

that any branch of the injunction has been establishedby the affidavits submitted to me calling for
any present action.
Sixth.I shall appoint Hngh Smith (the Depnty Otty

Chamberlain) receiver of tbre prooeeds of the 46,ooo illegalshares, requiring from him a bond, with surety to
he approved. In $ ooo, ooo, and directing that eaoh half
million of dollars whloh shall oome to his hands as
finch receiver shall be deposited alternately In the
United States Trust Company and the Union Trust
Company.aswigfi.The oosta of thaae motions will be costs in
the actions and abide the event of the saint.
JWpAfh.An order in aooordanoe with thoee views

and containing such provisions as mar be deemed
neoeasary to carry them into effect will be prepared
Sthe pialntun' attorneys and presented to me for

ttlement.
Ordered accordingly.

COURT CALENDAR-TINS OAT.
Cmtbd Statob DtirraKTr OovsMs AnmaALTT..

Nos. 34, 3W, JO, 31, 33, 33.
9;'rkbus Otwar.chaxshss. -noe ti, ioi, 104,

11., 131, 133, lit, 133, 130, 131, 13/, 130, 141, MS, ISI,
lift!*, 104.

REAL ESTATE HATTERS.
Sales In New York mad Brooklyn Yesterday*
Yesterday showed something of a revival in real

estate operations, the attendance at the auction
marts, both In this city and Brooklyn, being consld*
erable. The general featares of the market remain
about the same.prices fair, bidding moderate and
an Increasing Indifference, foreboding an early close
of the season, being the main characteristics. Below
are given the sales:.

ur a. i. Btrrorrm, sow a«d oo.
Mansion and 4 acres, Spuyten Duyyll, Mayer Ooodklnd.f28^0»Brown stone house aud lot, 115 Eaat 28th at, 22.1U>jiX
block, John Curtis - .27,500Frame house and! lots n s 7&th st, 70 ft w 8d ay, each 25X
« block, Alexander Katxky..... .14,8MI story brtck house and lot, 43 Tompkins st, 20x100,
Michael McDennod. " 5'*®*1 lot n a Kid st, 800 ft e 11th av, 25x100, M Donahoe 3,000

by «. h. lublow and oo.
Mo 6 Washington square, le isehold, lot 27.8x159.1 8S,003
Mo 184 hast Broadway, lot 28x70.............. IS,750
4 lota n a 114th st, SCO It o of 10th av, 25xlU0.ll each 1,623
No 57 Spring at, lot 25x110
No 73 81 Mark's place, lot 26x* block 12£U

by kullebj wilkin8 and oo.
Buildings and lots n w cor willlam and Cedar sts, 41x89...80,000

Remsen Estate.
1 lot n cor Boulevard and 107th st, 27.2x74 0,603
3 iota adjoining, each 20.11x103, each JJOJ3 lots adjoining, each So.Uxlu8, each. jWJJO1 lot an cor Boulevard and lOsth at,38x111... JJ0J1 lot a a 108th at, 111 ft e Boulevard, 2oxlo0.ll MUJ1 lot adjoining,1 lot adjoining, !»f?
I lol adjoining, JiJJ1 lot adjoining, 25xl0O.ll
Hot adjoining, JijJJ4 Iota adjoining, each 85xluU.ll, each liM
4 lota adjoining, each 45xluu.ll, each
1 lot adjoining, 95xlUU.lt .J.M}8 lotx adjoining, each 22xlUO.ll, each lijjjw4 lota adjoining, eacb26xlOO.ll, each 1.*®1 lot a w cor loth a* and 108th at, 25.6xlUU 2,1001 lot adjoining, 26.2x100 1.M02 lota adjoining, aacb 22.2x100, each 1,4W
3 lots adjoining, each 25.2x100, each 1,40*1 lot adjoining, 25.2x100 2,60#1 lot, a e cor 10th av and 108th at, 2o.2x72 ,*»2 lota adjoining, each 2 >,2x104, each ljli'1 lot adjoining, 26.2x104 1,2-02 lota adjoining, each 2.5.2x100, each 1,2762 lota, n u cor lUth ar and 107th at, each 22.2x94, each 1,3751 lot, n a lu7th at, Ilk) ft e loth ar, 33x1.6 1,4161 lot,n a 107th at, 74 ft e of Boule.ard, 25x100.11 8,1661 lot adjoining 1,11861 lot adjoining 1,6661 lot adjoining 1,6261 lot adjoining 1,6064 lota adjoining, each 1,8764 lota adjoining, each a1,3664 lota adjoining, each 1,2364 lota adjoining, each 1,416

BROOKLYN PROPERTY.
The following stilus were made yesterday at ttw

New York Exchange Salesroom:.
BT JOHNSON AND MILLER.

5 lota n a of 3d plaoe, 1U0 ft from Court at, each 80x133,
U Lounaberry, eaob -$1,1163 lota on 10th ar, between Broxton and Sherman ata,
each 20x97.10, K Willie, each 676

2 lota a e aide of Columbia at, 376 ft from Plerrepout,
each 26x101, <4 A llutler, each 6,0062 frame houaoa aud lota, Not 46 and 47 Hlcka at, bet
Mlddagli and Cranberry ata, plot 50x100, N Kannelly. .14,966

2 atory trame home and lot, No 874 l'ncltlc at, lot
16.1x110, P Seane* 81,926

Hotiae and lot the eaine aixe a* the above 870 Pacific at,
J Jonea. 3,996

Building and plot of ground corner of Vanderbllt ar and
Park place, plot 73x100, H R Foster .26,6W

Brown atone houae and lot 296 Court at, between Carroll
and President its, lot 28.6x99, It H (.raff 16^96

Three atory brick houae aud loi, a a of Dograw at, 360 ft
from Smith at, R A Gray 10,000
The followiug Hales were made at the City Sale*

room, Brooklyn:.
Brick houae and lot 4T4 Washington at, 176 ft from Johnsonat, lot 16.8x70.8, Mr Burrows $8,969
Four gores and one fraino house on Douglass at, near
Howard

Three lota on e a of Howard av, corner of Douglas at,
each 666

Brick building and lot on corner of Dekalb and Vanuerblltava, lot 20x80, J Jackson 10,506
Two brick dweilluga and lota adjoining the above, on De
Kalb av, Mr Martin, each 9,006

Brick dwelling and lot on the n a of De Kalb av 80 ft
from Clermont uv, lot 20x80, J Jackson 9,506

Brick houae aud lot No 76 Hamilton at, near Myrtle av,
lot 18.9x100, B Gates 5,706

Two atory brick bouse and lot on the n a of Gates av, 165
ft w of'Marcy av, lot 20x100, T Kinney 6,700

Three atory brown atone house and lot e a of Hall at, 40
ft a of Greene av, lot 20x90, D Glacking ..........12,808

One lot on the e a of Houston at, 424 ft n of Myrtle
av, 20x100, A Scranello 906

Two atory frame bouse and lot, w a of Bedford av, 40 ft
n of Van Buren at, lot 2ox9u, Mr Sweeny 4JJI6

Frame houae and lot on Pulaski Bt, near Held av, lot 22
xluo, Mr Martin W

0 low on (juiucy at, 100 ft from Noatrand av, each 2ox
100, Robert Donald .18,000

Two atory frame houae and lot No 86 North 6th at, 6J ft
from 3d at, lot 25x100, Herman Graff 2,000

Two lola on the a w cor of Bedford av and Penn at, each
26x90, Mr Seely ... 4,400

Brick house and lot No 281 State at, 49 ft from Bond at,
lot 29.6x1110, S J Hopper 16^00

Three atory brick houae aud lot, 186 Degraw at, corner
Chcaver pi, lot 21x75, Ann Higuett^. ; 6JJ66

Three atory brick house and lot. 281 Henry at, 60 tees
from Pacific at, lol 26x90, John Mulvey W00

Two itory frame houae and lot 88 Scharxnerhorn st, cornerBoerum, lot 45x100, J Knight..... WOO
Two story fraino boose and 4 lota. 40 ft on Lafayette av
and 3U ft on Koacluako at, 169 ft from Bedford av,

Throe *story brick bouse aud lot 11 W Baltio at, 336 ft from
Clinton at, lul 21.2x99.lU, J Brandon.............^...^ 8.4W

Two story frame House anil tot si uraiige ax, near usury,
lot 2^xtU3, Mr HlU ......

Three story brick house anil lot 107 Jay at, corner Prospeel,lot 28x100, J U MlgUam . ...18,00*
nr

Official Transfers of Real Estate.
We give below a list of the official transfers and

leases recortled yesterday In this city, Kinps county.
N. Y., and Hudson county, N. J., and In Westchester
county on Wednesday:.

TitaNsrcas in new york city.
Bowery, No* 306 and 307, >6 part >
1st at, Nos 3 and 6, \ part ' $3,MS
E 3i*th st, Ho 383, jc part. J
( anal si. No 361, 6ti.llil».4x64.3ilB.ll XlfKk
Elm st. No 199, 3' 6x78.5 Nona
Hosier st, n a, 66.6 ft w of Allen st, 33x60 11.169
Madison st, n s, 39x100 7,000
7tli st, s a, 108 ft w of av C, 2">xl>0.Hl 15,500
9th st, n s, 368 ft w of av 0, 30x.<3.3 8JM
W 10th st, n s, 166 ft e of Hudson st, 25x100. 6,500
12th st, a s, 806.2 ft w of Id ar, 33.4x106.8 23.000
16th st, s s, 211 ft w of 7th av, 76x108.8. 8M0*
l'.Hh st, s s, 483 ft w of 6th av, 35x93 36,00*
19th st, n s, 324.6 ft w of 3d av, 3ltx98 .80,000
86th st, n a, SOO ft w of 8th av. 36x96.9 13,000
list st, s s, 84 ft e of 3d av, 18i74.0H -8,000
81st st, s s, 193.9 ft w of 8th ar, 18.9x9&9 14.50#
86th st, s I, 160 ft w of 8tb av, 94x74.1 NomiuaL
89th st, n s, 884.3 ft w of 6th av. 30.10x98.9 40,800
41st it, s, 380 ft west or 6th av, 20x96.9 36,000
4Sd st, st, 287.10 ft wof 6th av, 31.6x100.6 35,009
61st st, s s, 381.6 ft w of 8th av, 20.6xlU0.6 15.50*
63d st, as, 860 ft e of 3d av, SOxlOOA 14,0u*
6-th «t, h s, 86 w of 3d av, 20x100.5 18,000
69th it, a a, 875 ft w of 6tb av, 60x200.10 «V<0»
if.h st, a s, 236 ft w of 6th av, 100x300.10 32,000
6"th it, n a, 71 ft w of Sd av, 40x100.6. 4,000
4th at, a a, 871 ft of av A, 804.4x36x102.2x26x94.8nx4«.7
78th st and 1st av, a w eor, 36iioo :::::::::::::::::: iS
15th at, ii s, 97.6 ft e of 3d av, 17.1x100.10. AM*.
Lot No 3 Hclancey estate, 34x100 18,t«0
Lot 969 Bayard's farm, 35x94 6,60*
Lola 433, 434, 436 Benson's estate 3,860

LEASES BKCOnilKI) IN NEW YORK.
Attorney at, No 171, store and basement, 3 yean, per yr. 4M
Bowery, Noa 145, 146^ and 147, 8 years, per year 5,000
Hold it, No 66, 6 years, per year MM
Hudson at. No 188,1 year MgL-wla at. No 82, hnl floor and basement, 3 years, per yr. 69*
H ater st, No 869, 6years, per year 1,49*
9th st, No 960,1 year

* l,Jf9ih st, No 164, 8 years, per year 8.36*
S t ar, No 466, (tore and cellar, 6 yean, per year IM
3d av, No 890, 4 yean, per year 3j>0*
4th av, No 86, 4 yean, per year 1,'M
4th av, Nos 3*0 and 813,10 yean, ner year. MM
5th av, No A3,6 yean, per year l,6M
Av B, No 168, 8 years, per year 1,40*

transfers in brooklyn.
Baltic it and Perry av, n e cor, 113.8x88.3xll0.7/'4 8,76*
Bridge it, w e, 104 ft e of Tlllary at, 21x108.6 KIM
Broadway and Walton at, n w cor, '.<2.3x60.9x79.8x66.6... A0M
Columbia at, w a, 50 ft n of Clarke at, 35x160 7,60*
Congress st, n a. 116 ft e of Clinton at, 35x90 3.300
Delmonlco place, w a, 107.8 n of Hopkins at, 34.2x26x87.4

i,ws
Kwen it, e a, 30 ft of Varet at, 90x80 I'W
Hall at, e a, 240 ft a of Green ar, 20*100 10,Mt
H»wea at. n a, 123.8 ft w of Harrlaon ar, 44.8x100 1,46*
Hltfta at, NoM 160*
Hooper at, a a, 100 ft w of Marcy a*, 21.8*100 780
Hoiiatnn at, w a. 191.8 ft n of WUloughby ar, 100*100 UN
Kent at, a a, J00 ft e of Union bt, 26*110 ..1.MB
Main at, Mo 91 118W
Pearl at, e a, 48.4 ft a of Proapect at, 91.8*87.7 I|W>
Prince at, w a. 80 ft a of WUloughby at, 20*84 4,00<
Ro«a at, a a, 284 ft a w of Wythe ar, 23*100 JM
RuUedge at, n a. lot 97 WjrckotT map (I9tb ward) 7JR
Sk111inan at, n a. 121 ft w of Kwen at. 24*100 1,44s
Warren at, a a, I9U ft e of 4th av, 80*100 J n._
4lh ar, a, 10 ft n of Warren at, 40*s2.l. ......... »
Wnahlngtun at, w I, 44 ft a of Plymouth at, 60*76 MM
Wllaon at, a a, k36 ft of Bedford ar, 24x100.... 14**
Walworth at, a a. 418 ft a of Park ar, huuae and lot 4, 49
Borlb 3d at, a a, 174 ft e of lit at, 24*1(J0. ... ! «
Morth Id at, a a, 111 ft w of Kwen at. 28*100 6,00*
Borth Mb at, a w a, 218 ft n w of oth at, 119*100 1JN
South 8th at, n a, 176.1044 « ' of 8th at, 49.1*196 MM
Morth 7th at, a, 114 ft a of Sd at, 19*100 86*
Morth 7th at, a a, 104 ft e of 8d at, 19*100 M
Morth 7th at, a 4 143 ft a of 8d at, 19x100 MS
Morth 7th at, a a, 182 ft e of Sd at, 19*100 M
10th at, a a, 197.10* ft e of 9th ar, 25*300 loot
North 10th at, a w a, 80 ft a e ol Ith at, 70x100 MM
Mtb at, a a, 118.2 ft w of 4th ar, 26*12141JM
Atlantic ar, a a, 200 ft e of Utlca ar, 28*200 MB
De Kalb ar, n a. 74 ft w of Tompklna av,4llx200 1JS6
Green ar, a, 174 ft e of Grand ar,40*300. 1MB
Putnam ar, n a, 100 ft w of Howard ar, 4O*10S MB
4th ar and 47th at, n a cor, 70x118.4x91.9 JMLot 81 H Cary'a map, Proapept at, a.." Hg
Lota 48 to 64 Inelualre, stawart'a map (18th ward* 1,*

i.iAaaa tEoonpftn i» ssooMLTM.
Kent and LllUa Maaaan aw, 28x101 7 ysara, per year 46

tSAnarkita m HEW LOTTI
lew botta road and Shaapahaad ar, a 00*, Irregular

lot, 78 ft front
Hew Lotw road, n a, 10 ft w of Bennett ar, 100.8*111.8*
86*182.8. I.

Welt at. a a, 418 ft a of Itaokett at, 1(*'«100.)Centra at, w a. 871 ft a of Saokatt at, 00*100 ! t m9ack«ttal,ait426 ftwof Cantraat,lW*100fPaca ar, * a. 800 ft a of Baekatt at, 80x100.)
thiium im jxaeiv city, n. 2.

Marcar at, a a. 80 ft a of Jeraer ar. 14*100. 11.80S
Railroad ar,176 ft of w of Gilbert at, 28x86 SM

'
WK8T HOBOEEN.

Pallaada ar, w 1 MilOO -l,W
opaoB OITT.

Lou 13 and 14, block 1 Hudaon Grove,24*100............ 667
Montroae ar, w a, lotaV, 7 and 8, Nock G, each 38*100 .. MM
Newark lurnplka road, a a, near Banediot'a, 60*. MB

LarafRTTE.
Waahlngtrin at, lota 9 and 10, block S, aacb 28*100 11,80*
THABeraiW I«l WB8TORl*TBE COOBTT OS WKPRBBDAW
Lot In town of Rye ( >, 8 acraa Ml
Lot la Lewiaboro, 8 acraa MR

I^u81 and 67 Waat Parma, on Railroad ar and Molt at,
Lot In Yonitara. a Arehir at, Mxi*, 4 iota, taeh 90«Bo" 4,3
Lu la Rye on Hoeton Poet road, farm. MM
Lot In Weal Parma on Bualon rnad,2"8xMl MM
Lot 87. Yonhera, Aabhurnham ar, llil* 1MB
2 low In Morrlaaula ,17 and 18 on block 7), on IMth at,
near Wllilaar. 1» tVl 1MB

lint In Mount Plcaeant, on Reckmaa at, 128*10 4JM
Hotter and lot In Bedford, on the Poundridge road, 1 nam 80S
Lot in Lewtaboro, along Connection! Stale Una, 8 aeraa. "S
Lot In Peehakl.l, Armstrong ar. 114x18 ..UN
led In Courtlao.ltown, w « VY aanlugton at, 117x26 IQLot la Tunhera. Cheat nul at, llMiM. r&
Lot In York town, on tba PeakaklU road, 1)4 aeraa M
lot In Pcekakitt, on Sn>lth at.
Lot In IVekakill.on Howard at, 100(81 * vv.--- « JJJ
led la Weal Pnriaa. on tba Hum'! PolBl road. "UxlM... 17M


